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1 . The reply filed on 1 2/3()/2()()9 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following omission(s) or 
matter(s): Applicant should submit an argument under the heading "Remarks" pointing out disagreements with the examiner's 
contentions. Applicant must also discuss the references applied against the claims, explaining how the claims avoid the references or 
distinguish from them. 37 CFR 1.111 requires that: "The reply by the applicant or patent owner must be reduced to a writing which 
distinctly and specifically points out the supposed eiTors in the examiner 's action and must reply to every ground of objection and 
rejection in the prior Office action". The applicant has stated that it is possible that the examiner's citation of US 3763496 in 
paragraph 6 of the Non-Final Rejection was a typographical error. The rel'erence lo U.S. Patent No. 3763496 was indeed a 
typographical error. It should be noted however, that in section 9 of the Non-Final Rejection, the examiner correctly referred to the 
Amberg reference as 3767496. The applicant acknow ledges such at the top of page 16 of the Remarks by referring to US 3767496. 
The applicant then states "The arguments set fbrlh ab()\ c w ilh respect to main claim 1 and the rejections over US 3767496 are 
reiterated herein by reference". There are no arguments presented above with respect to US 3767496 above, only arguments with 
respect to US 3763496. Based on tiie examiner's correct numerical reference to Amberg in section 9 of the Non-Final Rejection and 
the applicant's recognition of such, the heading in paragraph 6 of The Non-Final Rejection which refers to Amberg, the text of 
paragraph 6 of the Non-Final Rejection which clearly refers to the figures and text of Amberg, and the fact that Miller is clearly not 
relevant to the applicant's claimed method and Amberg is relevant, the merits of the examiner's rejection are clear. 
See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) 
DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid 
abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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